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been found to be superfluous and meaningless. For,
why should the surviving brother and the unfortunate
widow go through a disgracing formality to establish the
non-fulfillment of a marriage which they are no more
permitted to enter? The question of abolishing the whole
formality has been discussed in different essays (1) and
in several rabbinical conferences. The Conference of

m

American rabbis, held in Philadelphia (1869) unani-
mously passed the following resolution :

"Theprecept of levirate marriage, and eventually of Chalitza,
has lost to us all meaning, import and binding force." (2)

A resolution to the same effect was passed after an
elaborate discussion, also, by the Jewish Synod held at
Augsburg (1871). It reads as follows :

"The Biblical precept concerning the Chalitza has lost its
importance, since the circumstances which occasioned the
levirate marriage and the Chalitza no longer exist, and the
idea underlying this whole precept has become foreign to our
religious and social views.

"The non-performance of the Chalitza is no impediment to
the widow's remarriage

" For the sake of liberty of conscience, however, no rabbi
will refuse, on request of the parties, to conduct the act of
Chalitza in a proper form." (3)

(1)  Of the numerous essays and articles written on this subject special
mention may be made of those of Eabbi M. GUTMAJJN, in GEIGER'S Wis-
senschaftliche Zeitschrifl fuer jued. Theologie, vol. IV., pp. 61-87, and
in STEIN'S Volfolehrer, 1854, Nos. 53 and 57; 1&55, No. 62.    See, also,
Rabbi ISAAC M. WISE'S article in The American Israelitej 1855, Nos. 38
and 39, and GEIGER'S article in Juedische Zeitschrift, 1862, p. 35 sq.

(2)   Protokolle der Rabbiner-Conferenz  gehalten zu Philadelphia,
p. 39.

(3)  Verhandlungen der zweiten israelitischen Synode zu Augsburg,
pp. 138-155.